REMARKS 



By the foregoing Amendment, Claims 1, 26 and 67 have been amended. 
Favorable reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-2, 4-14, 17-19, 22-23, 26-27, 29-39, 42-44, 46 and 58-66 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) on the grounds of obviousness from Gandhi et al. The 
Examiner referred particularly to Figs. 9 and 10, disclosing an apparatus for deployment 
of a therapeutic device 124 such as a microcoil connected to a stem 136, as illustrated in 
Figs. 9 and 10, as well as column 6, lines 14-21; column 7, line 56 to column 8, line 24; 
and claims 1-2. At column 6, line 26, referring to Figs. 3-6, and at column 7, line 62, 
referring to Figs. 9 and 10, Gandhi et al. notes that only a portion of the microcoil is 
shown. Claims 1 and 26 (and 67) have been amended to recite "said stretch resistant 
member being formed of a therapeutic non-metallic fiber material fixedly attached at the 
first end to said distal end of said vasoocclusive coil." Support for the amendments can 
be found in the specification at page 12, lines 9-10, and Fig. 2. 

It is respectfully submitted that in Gandhi et al. the distal end of the microcoil is 
not shown, and there is no teaching, disclosure or suggestion in Gandhi et al that the 
stem would be attached to the distal portion of the microcoil. The stem in Gandhi et al. is 
clearly shown connected to a proximal portion of the microcoil . and would not operate as 
a stretch resistant member for the microcoil of Gandhi et al. It is therefore respectfully 
submitted that Claims 1-2, 4-14, 17-19, 22-23, 26-27, 29-39, 42-44, 46 and 58-66 are 
novel and inventive over Gandhi et al., and that the rejection of Claims 1-2, 4-14, 17-19, 
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22-23, 26-27, 29-39, 42-44, 46 and 58-66 on the grounds of obviousness from Gandhi et 
al. should be withdrawn. 

It is respectfully submitted that Claims 1 and 26 are allowable and generic to the 
claims withdrawn from consideration, so that consideration of Claims 20, 21, 24, 25, 45, 
47-57, 67-69, 71-81, 84-86 and 89 which had been withdrawn from consideration is 
respectftiUy requested. 

Applicant has reviewed the prior art made of record but not relied upon, and the 
prior art made of record but not relied upon is considered to be no more pertinent than the 
reference actually applied. 

In light of the foregoing amendments and remarks, an early favorable 
reconsideration and examination of the application on the merits is respectfully requested. 
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Respectfully submitted. 
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